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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-2,10-1 1, 15 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Walker (5,825,863). 

Consider claim 1 , Walker teaches a method for prepaid communications, comprising: 
crediting a user account with prepaid credit (col. 2 lines 7-10); receiving a predefined condition, 
wherein the predefined condition comprises a plurality of destination numbers; receiving a 
communications connection directed to a destination number; determining if the destination 
number of the received communications connection is one of the plurality of destination numbers 
of the predefined condition; and if the destination number of the received communications 
connection is one of the plurality of destination numbers of the predefined condition, then 
deducting the cost of the communications connection from the user account (col. 2 lines 38-54; 
col. 3 line 48 - col. 4 line 41). 

Conisder claim 2, Walker teaches the method wherein the communications connection 
comprises a phone call (col. 1 lines 6-7). 

Consider claim 10, Walker teaches the method further comprising accepting a code 
number to access the user account (col. 3 lines 58-64). 
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Consider claim 11, Walker teaches the method further comprising terminating the 
communications connection if the predefined condition is not met (col. 4 lines 29-35). 

Consider claim 15, Walker teaches a computer readable medium for prepaid 
communications, comprising: a first set of instructions for crediting a user account with prepaid 
credit associated therewith (col. 2 lines 7-10); a second set of instructions for receiving a 
predefined condition, wherein the predefined condition comprises a plurality of destination 
numbers; a third set of instructions for receiving a communications connection directed to a 
destination number; a fourth set of instructions for determining if the destination number of the 
received communications connection is one of the plurality of destination numbers of the 
predefined condition; and a fifth set of instructions for deducting the cost of the communications 
connection from the user account if the destination number of the received communications 
connection is one of the plurality of destination numbers of the predefined condition (col. 2 lines 
38-54; col. 3 line 48 - col. 4 line 41). 

Consider claim 18, Walker teaches a system for managing prepaid communications, 
comprising: an application module operative to credit a user account with prepaid credit (col. 2 
lines 7-10); receive a predefined condition, wherein the predefined condition comprises a 
plurality of destination numbers; detect a communications connection directed to a destination 
number; determine if the destination number of the received communications connection is one 
of the plurality of destination numbers of the predefined condition; and if the destination number 
of the received communications connection is one of the plurality of destination numbers of the 
predefined condition, then deduct the cost of the communications connection from the user 
account (col. 2 lines 38-54; col. 3 line 48 - col. 4 line 41). 
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3. Claims 17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lauzon 
(2003/0043984). 

Consider claim 17, Lauzon teaches a method for prepaid communications, comprising: 
crediting a user account with prepaid credit (t 18); receiving a predefined condition, wherein the 
predefined condition comprises a plurality of origination numbers; receiving a communications 
connection from an origination number; determining if the origination number of the received 
communications connection is one of the plurality of origination numbers of the predefined 
condition; and if the origination number of the received communications connection is one of the 
plurality of origination numbers of the predefined condition, then deducting the cost of the 
communications connection from the user account (f 9 and 30). 

Consider claim 19, Lauzon teaches a system for managing prepaid communications, 
comprising: an application module operative to credit a user account with prepaid credit fl[ 18); 
receive a predefined condition, wherein the predefined condition comprises a plurality of 
origination numbers; detect a communications connection from an origination number; 
determine if the origination number of the received communications connection is one of the 
plurality of origination numbers of the predefined condition; and if the origination number of the 
received communications connection is one of the plurality of origination numbers of the 
predefined condition, then deduct the cost of the communications connection from the user 
account flj 9 and 30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 VSC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3\ 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker 
(5,825,863) in view of Lesley (6,188,752). 

Consider claim 3, Walker did not suggest wherein the communications connection 
comprises a digital subscription line (DSL). However, Lesley suggested such (col. 4 lines 32-48). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lesley into view of Walker in order extends 
prepaid service to other telecommunications services. 

Consider claim 4, Walker did not suggest wherein the communications connection 
comprises an Ethernet connection. However, Lesley suggested such (col. 4 lines 32-48). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lesley into view of Walker in order extends 
prepaid service to other telecommunications services. 

Consider claim 7, Walker did not suggest the method further comprising notifying a user 
of the amount of the prepaid credit. However, Lesley suggested such (col. 10 lines 19-22). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lesley into view of Walker in order to advice 
the users of their balance. 

6. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker 
(5,825,863) in view of Lauzon (2003/0043984). 
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Consider claim 9, Walker did not suggest the method further comprising bypassing toll 
restrictions if a bypass code is received. However, Lauzon suggested such flfl 1). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to utilize the teaching of Lauzon into view of Walker in order to provide user to the 
flexibility of controlling their usages. 

7. Claims 12, 14, 16 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lesley (6,188,752) in view of Player et al (6,542,590). 

Consider claim 12, Lesley teaches a method for prepaid wireline, comprising: crediting a 
first user account with a first prepaid credit amount, wherein the first user account comprises a 
first access code; crediting a second user account with a second prepaid credit amount, wherein 
the second user account comprises a second access code; receiving a proffered code and an 
origination of a communications connection; if the proffered code comprises the first access 
code, deducting the cost of the communications connection from the first prepaid credit amount; 
and if the proffered code comprises the second access code, deducting the cost of the 
communications connection from the second prepaid credit amount (abstract; col. 2 lines 14-29, 
lines 65-67; col. 4 lines 32-48; col. 5 lines 51-58; col. 6 lines 4-42). 

Lesley did not suggest receiving an origination number; creating a plurality of user 
accounts associated with the origination number, wherein each of the plurality of user account 
is associated with a different access code. However, Player et al suggested such (abstract; col. 2 
lines 1-15). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Player et al into view of Lesley in order 
charge the call to each account accordingly. 

Consider claim 14, Lesley teaches the method further comprising deducting the cost of 
the communications connection from at least one of the first user account or second user account 
if the communications connection is long distance (abstract). 

Consider claim 16, Lesley teaches a computer readable medium for prepaid 
communications, comprising: a set of instructions for crediting a first user account with a first 
prepaid credit amount, wherein the first user account includes a first access code; a set of 
instructions for crediting a second user account with a second prepaid credit amount, wherein the 
second user account includes a second access code; a set of instructions for detecting a code; a 
set of instructions for deducting the cost of the communications connection from the first prepaid 
credit amount if the code is the first code; and a set of instructions for deducting the cost of the 
communications connection from the second prepaid credit amount if the code is the second 
access code (abstract; col. 2 lines 14-29, lines 65-67; col. 4 lines 32-48; col. 5 lines 51-58; col. 6 
lines 4-42). 

Lesley did not suggest a set of instructions for receiving an origination number; a set of 
instruction for creating a plurality of user accounts associated with the origination number, 
wherein each of the plurality of user account is associated with a different access code. However, 
Player et al suggested such (abstract; col. 2 lines 1-15). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/008,888 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2643 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Player et al into view of Lesley in order 
charge the call to each account accordingly. 

Consider claim 20, Lesley teaches system for managing prepaid communications, 
comprising: an application module operative to credit a first user account with a first prepaid 
credit amount, wherein the first user account comprises a first access code; credit a second user 
account with a second prepaid credit amount, wherein the second user account comprises a 
second access code; receive a proffered code; if the proffered code comprises the first access 
code, deduct the cost of the communications connection from the first prepaid credit amount; and 
if the proffered code comprises the second access code, deduct the cost of the communications 
connection from the second prepaid credit amount (abstract; col. 2 lines 14-29, lines 65-67; col. 4 
lines 32-48; col 5 lines 51-58; col. 6 lines 4-42). 

Lesley did not suggest receive an origination number; create a plurality of user accounts 
associated with the origination number, wherein each of the plurality of user accounts is 
associated with a different access code. However, Player et al suggested such (abstract; col. 2 
lines 1-15). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Player et al into view of Lesley in order 
charge the call to each account accordingly. 

8. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lesley 
(6,188,752) in view of Player et al (6,542,590) and further in view of Lauzon (2003/0043984). 
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Consider claim 13, Lesley did not further suggest further comprising bypassing toll 
restrictions if a bypass code is received. However, Lauzon suggested such flfl 1). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to utilize the teaching of Lauzon into view of Lesley and Player et al in order to provide 
user to the flexibility of controlling their usages. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 7 and 9-20 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 0. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicants 
disclosure. 

1 1 . Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Facsimile responses should be faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 
Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive 
Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist) 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quoc Iran whose telephone number is (703) 306-5643. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 8:00 to 6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz, can be reached on (703) 305-4708. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 

QUOC THAN 
prmmPm EXAMINER 



AU 2643 
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